372 A.2d at 593. And, "where the child is able to form a rational judgment, " 199 Md. at 353, 86 A.2d at 469, its desire will also be given special consideration. 6 In essence, the court considers all those factors affecting the "training, development, morals and happiness of the child," 199 Md. at 351, 86 A.2d at 468, and if based upon such evidence the court determines that the "best interest of the child" would be served in the custody of the non-parent, the court in its sound discretion will so decree.
Appellate Review
Once the chancellor makes a custodial determination, such determination will be subject to three distinct aspects of appellate review. 280 Md: at 185, 372 A.2d at 590. The first aspect relates to the factual findings. The reviewing court, whether it be the Court of Special Appeals or the Court of Appeals, will accept the chancellor's findings unless it determines that such findings were "clearly erroneous." Thus, when reviewing the facts as to which party should have custody, the chancellor, and not the appellate court, should, in the absence of abuse, have the ultimate exercise of judgment.
The second aspect of review relates to the chancellor's statement of the law. 280 Md. at 186, 372 A.2d at 591. If the reviewing court finds that the chancellor committed a legal error, "further proceedings in the trial court will ordinarily be required unless the error is determined to be harmless." Id. at 186, 372 A.2d at 591; Davis v. Davis, 280 Md. 119, 126, 372 A.2d 231, 234 (1977) .
Finally, the appellate court will examine the chancellor's ultimate conclusion. If the court determines that such conclusion was "founded upon sound legal principles and based upon factual findings that [were] not clearly erroneous, such findings should be disturbed only if there was a clear abuse of discretion." 280 Md. at 186, 372 A.2d at 591. The reviewing court is not free to "exercise its best judgment in determining whether the conclusion of the chancellor was the best one for the welfare, benefit and interest of the child." Rather, the court must examine the chancellor's ultimate conclusion, and if that conclusion is not the result of a "clear abuse of discretion," it should not be disturbed.
experts trained in the behavioral sciences indicates an increased awareness of the emotional and psychological ramifications of child custody decisions. Maryland Child Custody Disputes, supra at 667 n. 146. 6 On the issue of when a child's wishes should be consulted, the Court of Appeals has stated that ... we adopt the rule that there is no specific age of a child at which his wishes should be consulted and given weight by the court. The matter depends upon the extent of the child's mental development. The desires of the child are consulted, not because of any legal right to decide the question of custody, but because the court should know them in order to be better able to exercise its discretion wisely. Ross v. Pick, 199 Md. at 353, 86 A.2d at 459 (1952) .
The World is So Full of A
Number of Things...
by Lu Clark
When I first became a mother, my whole perception of the world underwent a radical change: the world was inhabited with dangerous instrumentalities ready to hurt my child; it was peopled with rapists and child molesters and around every corner lurked a serious illness, or at least a runny nose.
As frightening as the world was for me then, as vigilant as I had to be to maintain the well-being of my child, it was duck soup compared to what law school has done to me.
No more can I go through a day blithely unaware -now that my children have grown larger and stronger than I-of the dangers that just daily living expose. No more can I engage in the simplest activities without searching for ultimate conclusions or at least balancing the alternatives. No more can I read without trying to subdivide into 1., 2., 3. or (a), (b) and (c). No more can I see a child crying without wondering if it is being abused. No more can I see a drunk in a doorway without thinking "Rogue and Vagabond." No more can I see a river without pondering avulsion and accretion. I feel obligated to read the fine print-even on dinner menus.
Letter writing has become hazardous. Is that piece of gossip libelous? Bus riding is treacherous. Shouldn't both I know my life will never be simple again. I know that-as a lawyer it is my duty to see every facet, anticipate every move of my opponent, explore every avenue to help my client. But sometimes, just sometimes, I'd like to be able to hear a dog bark or an early morning bird sing without wondering if it is in violation of the county's Noise Abatement Program. Or whether that dog has had his first bite. Or whether...
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